relief; the loss of time consequent upon obtaining letters of admission; and the uncertainty of procuring promptly the requisite medical aid, tend to render common ailments serious diseases. By such a prompt application for medical skill, although more slight cases will necessarily engage the attention of the practitioner, a protracted attendance will be obviated.
I should be sorry to .question the information you allege you possess, but the statements you receive as facts differ most materially from those I receive from the quarters to which you refer. Would you object to name "the respectable medical (?) practitioner" at Burton-upon-Treiit ? I regret you did not publish the whole of Mr. Jones's letter, a copy of which I have by me, instead of quoting a short extract, inasmuch as the context is at direct variance with your commentary, it being advisable your medical readers should be accurately informed upon all points, and not be obliged to adopt the Irish mode of dealing, where the reciprocity is all on one side. The extract, too, is made to confound the patient with the person.
You assert your belief, and you may be right in your conjecture, that the " profession never will adopt Mr. Smith's principles." I am not so sanguine as to imagine that any one can direct the minds of its members, as the heart of Israel is alleged to have been bent, as one man, but would they candidly study their own interests, they would unite in the requirements the system involves. I am happy to observe that you are not indisposed to withdraw your opposition, on certain ' , conditions; indeed, I never held you bound by any statements you have made; and it is only consistent with your usual candour, as a public journalist, to promulgate the truth. I am, Sir, your obedient servant, Surgery," Mr. Birkett has described the particulars of a case of compound dislocation of the knee, occurring in the person of "a tall, muscular man, forty-one years of age," in which, notwithstanding the " consultation" which was held upon it, and the opinion of Sir Astley Cooper as to the proper line of practice to be adopted in such cases,-viz., "immediate amputa.tion,"-the patient, in my opinion, should have had the benefit of a different procedure. The principal artery of the limb being uninjured, why was not reduction of the injury attempted ? and, if not attainable, why was not the wound, if necessary, enlarged, and the end of the femur excised ? The day has happily gone by when compound dislocations, even of the larger joints, necessitate such mutilation as amputation of the limb.
In a case of compound dislocation of the knee, with protrusion of lower end of femur into the popliteal space, I saw Mr. Anthony White, a few years ago, saw off the condyles of the latter, and an excellent limb was the result. It is true that I speak in ignorance of all the circumstances of the present case. But Mr. Birkett appears to have indulged in sharp and summary practice, and will, I hope, excuse the impression which it has made on,-Sir, your obedient servant, M. BROKE GALLWEY, Devonport, Jan. 18, 1851. Royal Regiment of Artillery.
M. BROKE GALLWEY,
Royal Regiment of Artillery.
THE OPEN-SHOP AND SURGERY QUESTION. To the Editor of THE LANCET. SIR,&mdash;I have read with much interest the letters that have lately appeared in your journal on the open-shop and surgery question, and being myself one of the " condemned," I trust you will find room for a few words on the subject. I intend confining myself principally to the remarks of your correspondent, Mr. M. Broke Gallwey, who seems to have "rushed into print" with very little knowledge of the subject he has written about. His principal argument, or I should rather say, assertion, against the open shop is, that we are placed "cheelc by jowl" with tailors, candlestick-makers, &c., thereby establishing with them a community of action and tastes. What Mr. Gallwey means I am at a loss to conceive, not being aware of any community of action with the persons mentioned, except paying taxes to the same collectors may be so called; and as to the tastes of my neighbours, as I do not associate with them, I cannot speak about them.
And now, having spoken of the question why we should not keep shops, I will give a few reasons why we should. There; are many young men who, when they have received their diplomas, find themselves thrown on the world with nothing but their qualifications and their abilities to depend on-no parents with well-filled purses to fall back on-no influential friends to procure them public appointments as a means of getting practice, and no Government influence to provide them with commissions in the army or navy. To these, a shop is the only resource; for every one knows how perfectly useless it is to take a house, and put your name on the door, without having some means of keeping yourself whilst practice is coming. There is no doubt, also, that the open surgery prevents many from going to unqualified persons. I could point out many chemists and druggists in large towns who are deriving considerable incomes yearly from counter practice,, merely because the qualified practitioner is too proud to receive a reasonable sum for his medicine at the time, preferring rather to send a bill at Christmas, which the chances are, he never gets paid. The lower class of tradesmen, and the better class of mechanics, could not possibly afford to give a fee ofeven a half-crown to a medical man, (who would visit for less ?) and afterwards be obliged to pay for their medicines. If such were the practice, they would go to the hospitals and dispensaries, or else to the chemist.
As to the assertion, that there is no village that either does not, or could not, support a chemist, it is perfectly ridiculous. If Mr. Gallwey had not dated his letter from Woolwich, I should have supposed he had never been beyond the sound of Bow bells. There are hundreds of villages that do not support one, and could not possibly do so, even if general practitioners were compelled to give up dispensing their own medicines ; and this Mr. Gallwey would have learnt if it had fallen to his lot to practise in a country village.
I could say much more on the subject, but am unwilling te trespass on your valuable space. I remain, Sir, your obedient servant, London, Oct. 22, 1850. A SUBSCRIBER WITH A RETAIL.
MEETINGS OF THE MEDICAL SOCIETIES IN LONDON DURING THE ENSUING WEEK.
NOTE.&mdash;When the date of the month is not specified, no meetings take place in the current week.
Medical News.
DR. LEURET, chief physician of the asylum at Bicetre, near Paris, has just died at Nancy, his native city. Dr. Leuret was extensively known by his numerous investigations respecting mental affections.
